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" After the service the members were
entertained at supper by the Cathed-
ral braneh, an en;oval)le evenmg be-
ing spent,’

Mrs Stopford, whoe fm the last
twenly years hasg been our Diocesan
Secretary, reeeived -4 presentation on
June 16th = from members of our
Society, as a small token of our very
real affection and respect, and also
of our grateful recognition:of her de-
voted work for the Society during so
many years. We feel that her ever-
ready help and interest can never he

| forgotten by us, and :that her sweet
and gentle influence must have a last-

“ing impression on this branch of the
Girls* Friendly Society. 'We wish her
many happy - years io come,
improved health,

The. presentation took the form of
ehony-backed brushes and eombs, and
a hand-glass to matech. ‘

Mrs Stopford, in a letter to the
Diocesan . president, affer expressing
her great pleasure at the gift, asked
that her most grateful thanks should
be conveyed to the donors. Mrs

Stopford went on to say that it had:

always been such.a great pleasure to
her to work for the G.F.B., and that
she feels she has made many lifa-
long friends among her fellow
workers.

We would like to take this oppor-
tunity of expressing to Mr Stopiord
our grateful thanks fov all his will-
ing and valuable help to us for so
many years.

CThe Australian Reunion
gonference,.

(From the ¢ Church Standard’’).

The Conference on. Reunion of
Mareh 28th-20th may well come to
he regarded bhoth in chavacter and
in resalt as a historic gathering. It
was the first attempt o call together
in eonference representatives of the
Churches on an  Anstralinn wide
basis.  Previously. conferences had
been local and informal, but had done
mueh to elear the gmund for action
on a wider seale, and of a more
antherifative natore. The recent
cotiference was. the outcome of ‘an
invitation from the Anghean Chuveh,
a.etmg' through the ecommittee on Re-
union” appointed by General Synod,
to: ‘the Presbyterian, Methodist .and
Congregatlonal Churches to ‘appoint
representatives to conifer with select-
ed representatwes of .the Anglican
Church on the basis of the Lambeth
Appeal. "This invitation was eor-
f]lally accepted and eight representa-
tives from each Church men of
proved ability and scholarship’,‘ met
the five bishops, five priests and two
laymen -appointed to represent- the

Anglican Church, The Assembly sat.

with .

Cof 8t Andrew 5. Cathedral Sydney,

“

‘under the presidency of. the Primate

of "Australia. The subjeets for dis-
cussion had been earefully selected as
those round which the main diffieulties
in the way of Reunion ranged and it
says much for the spirit and tone of
the diseussions that in each .case a
large measure

resolutlon
indeed we found ourselves from the

outset on common ground - and “that-

too, with - 1ega1d to questions - on
which ten years ago or even less there

‘were still wide differences of opinion.
The dangers and folly and sin of

disunion ‘were, for eYample, explicitly
acknowledged. There was full agree-

ment too that the unity which was

God’s will and" for which we were
working, must he manifested in one
visible organie society; nor was there
any question that the bonds of that
unity must include not only a eom-
men' faith but a eommon Ministry of
the Word and of the Sacraments.

The main issue at stake was that
which centred on the method of se-

- turing such a ministry, one that is

for two- days in the Chapter House -

: tlen

‘exereise,

commissicned and qualified to exer-
cige all ministerial funetions through-
out the reunited Church. Tence the
question of Episeopacy bulked large
in the disecussion. ~The Lambeth Ap-
peal had pleaded that it wag onlv
through- the Episcopate that a min-

istry ceuld he secured which might

claim recognition as such thronghout

the reunited Church. Nor was this
plea denied by those whose traditions

were non-episeopal. Indeed Episzeo-
paey was unanimously recognised as

that form of. polity whieh could alene.

serve as-a visible focus of unity .in
the Christendom of to-day. It is
true that provisos 'were = ineluded

-which sbripped Episcopacy of any of

the trappings of auntocracy and hedg-
ad it round with constitutional limi-
tations. Yelb accepted in prineciple it
was hy all;
markable when it is remembered that
the thres Churches negotiating with
the Angliean Church were not only
bunilt up on a non-episcopal founda-

tion, but were largely in their origin -

and fraditions a protest against epis-
copal government and its  associa-
tions with political tyranny and reli-
gious intolerance.
longest -over the subjeet of ordina-
The .subject was introduced
in a paper which reached a very high

spmtual level by the Rev. A. Dep--
ledge’ Sykes, who, while pleading for

the validity of -non-episcopal orders,

acknowledged that they -were regular

caly within .the particular body

through which they were conferred.

The main question- was that of ex-

tending the seope of a ministry -at
present limited in the sphere of its -
Was any- special commis-
sion required -fo acecord a limifed

of agreement was’
reached and took shape in a formal-
In certain fundamentals’

-the greatest heartburnings.

and this is the more re-

Discussion ranged.

_-Mmlstry this new- statis ‘and w1der y

seope, and if so what' form should -
it tale? ‘The Lambeth Appeal; while -
leaving it to other Cliurches to deter--
mine the form of commission, which
they would- adopt to nuthorige Ang-
lican clergy to minister to their con-
gregations, declared that, on the-Ang--
lican side, - that™  commisgion- Would‘
naturally take .the ~form of Epis.-
copal ordination:: It was this phrase-
in the Lambeth Appeal that aroused:
TPo many:
ity aceeptance’ sdemed like 4 denial-
of their existing :Orders by virtue of-
which “they had - exerciged: -4 fryit--
ful and in some cases a. life-long-
The1e were otheré, how-

fiig on of ‘hands by 8 Blehop:
was an actyof: Christian - humility,
in' whiebi, without in any -degree  de-
nying or belittling their emstmg Or-"
ders, they would gladly acquigsce for:
the sake ‘of unity and ' the extended-
minigterial scope which it would give .
them. It was assumed rather than
asserted that, when onee Eplseopaey
had lieeome an eéstablished - insbitu: -
tion in the - Chureh, * a Bishop would"

naturally share m.everv ordmatmn,‘

and the d1ﬁ'ieu1ty was’ eonfined- to° the
position in thie véunited Chureh of'
Ministers who had received pleshv-‘
teral  ordination only and = might
eonsemntlously vefuse a further com-
inission which took the form of Epis-
eopal ordination.  Suggestions -were
mide as tq' methods’ by which the
difficulty could be overcome, and fin-
ally a committee, representing ‘the:
four " negotiating Churches was  ap+
pointed to reeeive -and Teport upon
such forms of commission as . each
Church might consider necéssary - or
advisable in jts own' ease for. the
purpose of authoriging for’- minis-
terial work within it those who had
received their ovders through 0the1
Churches.

An able paper onthe use: and
neeessity of u Creed was vead by the
Bishop of Goulburn, which advoeated
the recognition of the Apostles’ and
Nicene Creeds as standards of faith
and doctrine in the reunited - Church;
So far as any issie was raised on:this
question it took the form of question:
ing not whether a Creed was neces:
sary or desirable for the -reunited .
Chureh, but whether - the - Creeds
proposed and particularly the Nicene
Creed, expressed the essentials of the
Chnstlan faith” in sufficient  fulness
and in sufficiéntly modern..teirms.. Tu
response to this plea for a = Credd
brought up to date, the dverwhelming
prestige of the traditional formula
was forcibly asserted; and there was
little or no dissent to the resolution.
moving for the: acceptance of the
two ancient and - Catholic summaries
of - the - faith: - -Another resolution
which was passed -deserves notiee ai
calling attention to that eoncep_tlon‘f



